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Examiner: N. Eloshway 
P.D. File No.: 30-3744CIP 

In re Application of: IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 
Serial No.: 08/717,042 
Filed: September 20, 1996 

For: BLAST RESISTANT AND BLAST DIRECTING CONTAINER 
AND ASSEMBLIES 

Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
March 3, 2006 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF UNINTENTIONALLY ABANDONED 
APPLICATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.137(b) 

Sir: 

Applicants respectfully petition, through his attorney of record, the 
Commissioner for Patents to revive the above-identified application. 

The undersigned hereby states that the entire delay in filing the required reply 
from the due date for the reply until the filing of this petition under 37 CFR 1.137 (b) 
was unintentional. The application became unintentionally abandoned for failure to 
respond to the Office Action, dated January 29, 2004, which is attached hereto as Tab 
I. Also, enclosed are facts submitted in the Petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw 
the holding of abandonment filed January 30, 2006, dismissed by the USPTO. 

A continuing application is attached hereto as Tab 2. 

Please charge the petition fee under 37 CFR 1 .17(m) of $1,500.00 to Deposit 
Account No. 01-1 125. This sheet is attached in triplicate. 
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In view of the above and attached supportive documentation, a favorable 
decision is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
IGOR PALLEY ET AL 
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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address •- 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- if the period for reply specified above is (ess than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timety. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely Tiled, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 November 2003 , 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1,3-11.13-47 and 51-53 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) El Claim(s) 1,3-11.13-47 and 51-53 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C, §§ 119 and 120 

1 2) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0 

a)DAil b)D Some-c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. , 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 



Attachment(s) 

1 } pj Notice of References Cited (PTO-B92) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) □ Notice of Oraftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-94fi} 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6)'B? Other: pf^*V ^ 

U S. Pat&n\ and Trademark Office 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Introduction 

1 . This Action was necessitated by the newly presented argument regarding claims 21 , 22 and 24, 
set forth in the Appeal Brief filed November 5, 2003. 



Election/Restriction 

2. Claims 12, 48-50 and 54-66 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 
37 CFR 1 . 142(b) as being drawn to a non-elected species. Election was made without traverse in 
Paper No. 11. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims I, 3-6, 8, 20-28, 30, 47, 51 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sacks (U.S. 5,249,534) in view of MacDonald et al. (U.S. 3,822,807). Sacks 
discloses the claimed invention except for the blast mitigating material. MacDonald et al. teach that it is 
known to provide a container with foam. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the an at the time the invention was made to provide the container of Sacks with the foam of 
MacDonald et al., in order to prevent a rise in pressure within the container. 
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Sacks teaches a container set forth in col. 1 line 43 through col. 2 line 23. The bands of Sacks 
can be made of SPECTRA, as set forth in col. 1 lines 33-42. This SPECTRA material is the same 
materia! used in applicant's invention, and therefore has the same characteristics. 

Regarding claims 21, 22 and 24, Applicant states in the Appeal Brief filed November 5, 2003 
that at the time of the Sacks invention the "SPECTRA SHIELD material would have been characterized 
by a maximum of 50 percent of its continuous fiber lengths running in one direction - the balance would 
have been at approximately a 90° angle to the direction of these fiber lengths." Evidence has not been 
presented by Applicant to defend such a statement. 

5. Claims 10, 11, 13-19, 33-43 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sacks (U.S. 5,249,534) in view of MacDonald et al. (U.S. 3,822,807) and Lewis (U.S. 
0,674,009). Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for the blast mitigating material and except 
for the strips of material forming bands. MacDonald et al. teach that it is known to provide a container 
with foam. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the an at the time the invention 
was made to provide the container of Sacks with the foam of MacDonald et al., in order to prevent a 
rise in pressure within the container. 

Lewis teaches that it is known to provide a container, made of three bands, wherein the first 
and second bands form tubes (see elements B and C). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the modified container of Sacks 
with the first and second strips forming bands, as taught by Lewis, in order to protect the entire inner 
container, including the bottom wall thereof. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 20, 23, 27, 29, 31, 47 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sacks in view of Gettle et al. Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for 
the blast mitigating material. Gettle et al. teach that it is known to provide a container with aqueous 
foam (see line 1 1 of the Abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time the invention was made to provide the container of Sacks with the aqueous foam of Gettle et 
al., in order to attenuate pressure waves. 

7. Claims 21, 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks 
(U.S. 5,249,534) in view of MacDonald et ai. (U.S. 3,822,807), as applied to claim 20, and further in 
view of Harpell et al. (U.S. 4,623,574). To the degree that applicant argues that the SPECTRA 
material used by Sacks did not have at least 75 percent of its fibers substantially continuous. Harpell et 
al. teaches that it is known to provide a material wherein the fibers are wound around an article. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the modified container of Sacks with at least 75 percent of the fibers being substantially 
continuous, in order to increase the strength of the band. 

8. Claims 32, 33, 35, 38, 42, 44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sacks in view of Gettle et al. and Lewis. Sacks discloses the claimed invention 
except for the blast mitigating material and except for the strips of material being bands. Gettle et al. 
teach that it is known to provide a container with aqueous foam (see line 1 1 of the Abstract). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
the container of Sacks with the aqueous foam of Genie et al., in order to attenuate pressure waves. 

Lewis teaches that it is known to provide a container, made of three bands, wherein the first 
and second bands form tubes (see elements B and C). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the an at the time the invention was made to provide the modified container of Sacks 
with the first and second strips forming bands, as taught by Lewis, in order to protect the entire inner 
container, including the bottom wall thereof 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed November 5, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A. Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 20-28, 30, 47, 51 and 52 

Applicant argues that Sacks "fails to teach a collapsible container or a container of blast 
resistant material" (page 6 of Appeal Brief, filed November 5, 2003). It is the examiner's position that 
that the cover of Sacks meets the limitations of the collapsible container set forth in the claims. A 
container is defined in Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary (1990) as u one that contains; esp : a 
receptacle or a flexible covering for the shipment of goods" (see Attachment 1). The cover of Sacks 
contains the rigid container and it is a flexible covering for the shipment of goods. This cover of Sacks 
is made from "high tensile strength, high stretch resistant flexible material", as described on page 6 of 
the Appeal Brief filed November 5, 2003. This material allows the cover to be considered collapsible, 
as set forth in the pending claims. 

Regarding claims 21, 22 and 24, Applicant argues that Sacks does not teach or suggest that at 
least about 75 weight percent of the fibers are continuous lengths of fiber that encircle the enclosed 
volume. In col. 1 line 65 through col. 2 line 7, Sacks sets forth a cover comprised of three panels of 
material. The third panel is wound around the enclosed volume and has its ends connected together. 
This third panel encircles the volume by forming a closed loop or closed bland of material. Sacks 
teaches the use of woven and non-woven fabric, such as SPECTRA and SPECTRASH1ELD (col. 1 
lines 37-39). 

Applicant argues that "SPECTRA SHIELD material would have been characterized by a 
maximum of 50 percent of its continuous fiber lengths running in one direction - the balance would 
have been at approximately a 90° angle to the direction of these fiber lengths" (page 6 of the Appeal 
Brief filed November 5, 2003) at the time of the Sacks invention. The patent of Harpell et al. (U.S. 
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4,623,574) teaches that it was known by 1986 that layers of fibers could be arranged to extend in 
parallel direction. Harpell et al. also teaches that continuous lengths of yarn could be wrapped around 
an article. 

Regarding the McDonald reference, Applicants argue that the foam balls of MacDonald et al. 
"will not make the standard container disclosed by Sacks effective to withstand a blast" (page 7 of 
Appeal Brief filed November 5, 2003). The examiner disagrees with this position. The foam balls of 
MacDonald would aid in reducing or mitigating the effects of a blast, to the degree set forth in the 
claims. Applicant sets forth that Example 11 of the present application prevents fire, and that Examples 
12-16 provide protection against explosive charges weighting two to four times that which can be 
container without foam. It is noted that the features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Regarding claims 47, 51 and 52, Applicant argues that the claimed container has two open 
sides. It is noted that the features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are 
not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Claim 47 is an open claim which sets forth a band of material. It does not set forth that the container is 
open on two sides. Sacks teaches a band of material in col. 2 lines 4-7. It is unclear why the cover of 
Sacks is not considered a container by Applicants but the band of material can be considered a container 

by Applicants. 

B. Claims 10-1 1, 13-19. 33-43 and 45 

Applicant argues that the panels of Sacks are not bands. The examiner disagrees with this 
position. Sacks teaches a third panel which encircles the volume and has its ends connected together 
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(col. 2 lines 4-7). In addition, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). These 
claims are rejected over Sacks as modified by MacDonald and Lewis. The reference of Lewis teaches 
a container formed by three thin, flat, volume-encircling strips or bands. The first and second panels of 
Sacks are modified by the structure of the panels of Lewis, such that the first and second panels of 
Sacks become volume-encircling. Furthermore, it should be noted that applicants have not set forth in 
the claims or in the definition of band that the bands must be a closed loop. 

C. Claims 1, 3-4, 7, 9, 20, 23, 27, 29, 31, 47 and 53 

Regarding the Genie et al. reference, Applicant sets forth that Example 1 1 of the present 
application prevents fire, and that Examples 12-16 provide protection against explosive charges 
weighting two to four times that which can be container without foam. It is noted that the features upon 
which applicant relies are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

D. Claims 32-33, 35, 38, 42, 44 and 46 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
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Conclusion 



10. In view of the new grounds of rejection for claims 21, 22 and 24, which was necessitated by 
the newiy presented argument regarding the SPECTRA Fibers, THIS ACTION IS MADE NON- 
FINAL. 

11. In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Technology Center 3700 is encouraging 
FAXing of responses to Office Actions directly to (703)872-9306. This practice 'may be used for filing 
papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a fee by applicants who 
authorize charges to a USPTO deposit account. Please identify the examiner and art unit at the top of 
your cover sheet. Papers submitted via FAX will be promptly forwarded to the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Niki M. Eloshway whose telephone number is (703) 308-1606. The examiner is in 
the office on Tuesdays and Fridays. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the 3700 Customer Service Office at (703) 306-5648. 



wikiM. Eloshway/nme 
Patent Examiner 
January 23, 2004 
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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 

This application is abandoned in view of: 

i. 0 Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 19 February 2004 . 
(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 



. month(s)) which expired on 



period for reply (including a total extension of time of 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) £3 No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicants failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 



Allowance (PTOL-85). 
(b) □ The submitted fee of $ 



, is insufficient. A balance of $ 



is due.. 



The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1. 18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $_ 

(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 



.□ Applicant's failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on _ 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 



. (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 
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6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered 
of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 



5. □ Jhe letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 
1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

and because the period for seeking court review 

any tncic am iiu cjuuwea claims. 
7. □ The reason(s) below: 
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Title: Blast Resistant and Blast Directing Container 
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Inventors: Igor Palley et al. 

SSSo!S^ 8 Pe( 2 it(on to Withdraw Holding , oi : Abandon- 
ment-Office Action Not Received ( in triplicate), 
Change of Correspondence Address, Notice of 
Abandonment dated 1 0/1 /OJkOOf f ice Ac ion at d 
1/29/04 and remailed 2/19/04, Copy of USPTO s 
wibsite showing transactions for referenced case, 
r %TtZ 1?/3/02 to U.S. ?o.t Office, copy of 
internal database record showing last entry date 
of 7/25/05, copy of jacket cover showing entries 

of transactions. 
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Patents 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Group Art Unit: 3727 
Examiner; N. Eloshway 
P.D. File No.: 30-3744CIP 

In re Application of: IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 
Serial No.: 08/717,042 
Filed: September 20. 1996 

For: BLAST RESISTANT AND BLAST DIRECTING CONTAINER AND 
ASSEMBLIES 

Colonial Heights. Virginia 23834 
January 25, 2006 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT - OFFICE 

ACTION NOT RECEIVED 

Sir: 

I hereby petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment in the 
above-referenced case and to revive same. The Notice of Abandonment dated October 
I, 2004. was discovered by Applicants on January 23. 2006. as a result of searching 
status results on a Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement mailed filed July 25. 
2005. on USPTO.gov web site. 

Applicants' Legal Assistant. Becky Kirk reviewed this case and discovered no 
actions had been received subsequent to applicants" response on July 25. 2005. On 
January 23, 2006, Becky Kirk, Legal Assistant for applicant, discovered that this case 
had become abandoned by failure to respond to the Office Action of January 29, 2004. 
and a second mailing attempt on February 19. 2004. It was then discovered the Office 
Action and Notice of Abandonment were addressed to P.O. Box 31. Petersburg. VA 
instead of 15801 Woods Edge Road, Colonial Heights, VA. This is the reason that 
applicants did not receive the Office Action or the Notice of Abandonment, and 
therefore, request a Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment for failure to 
receive the Office Action of January 29. 2004 and Notice of Abandonment of October 1 . 
2005. 

I hereby state that the Examiner's Action of Janaury 29, 2004 and second 
mailing of February 19. 2004 and the Notice of Abandonment of October 1, 2004 were 
not received. An extensive search of the file jacket and the docket records in my office 
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indicates that this Office Action and Abandonment were not received, as a result of the 
wrong mailing address, i attach a copy of the outside of the file jacket, where the 
decision would have been entered had it been received and docketed. Also attached is a 
page print from our IPMaster Data Control database that lists actions due and responses 
completed. 

Applicants address changed from P.O. Box 31, Petersburg. VA 23842 to 15801 
Woods Edge Road. Colonial Heights. VA 23834. The forwarding address expired on 
January 2. 2003. as evidenced by the letter dated December 3. 2002. from Jeffrey A. 
Harrison to the US Post Office. Applicants failed to submit a Change of Address form 
to the USPTO prior to the expiration of its Petersburg. VA address. Applicant attaches 
herewith a corrected Change of Correspondence Address form. 

In consideration of these submissions, it is respectfully requested that the 
holding of abandonment be withdrawn and the case revived, a copy of the Office Action 
be sent to Applicants, and the statutory period for response be reset to the re-mailing of 
the office action. 

Applicants respectfully request that the petition fee of $130.00 be charged to 
Account No. 01-1 125. A duplicate copy of this petition is enclosed. Please charge 
Account No. 0 1 - 1 125 for any fee deficiency or credit this account for any overpayment 
for this petition. 



Respectfully submitted. 
IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 



In re Application of 
Palley et al. 

Application No. 08/717,042 



ON PETITION 



Filed: September 20, 1996 

Title: Blast Resistant and Blast Directing 

Container Assemblies 



This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of 
abandonment, filed January 30, 2006. 



The petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is Dismissed . 



This above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely file a response 
to a non-final Office Action which was mailed on February 19, 2004. The non-final 
Office Action set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for reply. No extensions 
of time were obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR §1 .1 36(a). Accordingly, this 
application became abandoned on May 20, 2004. A Notice of Abandonment was 
mailed on October 1 , 2004. 



Petitioner contends that the non-final Office Action mailed on February 19, 2004 was 
never received. Petitioner states the office action was mailed to an old correspondence 
address (P.O. Box 31, Petersburg Va.). The correspondence address was changed 
with the U.S. Postal Service but the USPTO was not notified of the change to the 
correspondence address. The post office stopped forwarding mail on January 2, 2003. 
Petitioner has provided a copy of the application file and docket records to establish the 
office action was not received. 



Petitioner's argument has been considered, but deemed unpersuasive. The failure to 
receive the non-final Office Action was not due to Office error or an irregularity in the 
mail. Petitioner failed to change the correspondence address of record with the Office. 
Where an application becomes abandoned as a consequence of a change of 
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correspondence address (the Office action being mailed to the old, uncorrected 
address and failing to reach the applicant in sufficient time to permit a timely reply) an 
adequate showing of "unavoidable" delay will require a showing that due care was 
taken to adhere to the requirement for prompt notification in each concerned application 
of the change of address (see MPEP § 601.03), and must include an adequate 
showing that a timely notification of the change of address was filed in the application 
concerned, and in a manner reasonably calculated to call attention to the fact that it 
was a notification of a change of address. The lack of notification, or belated 
notification, to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office of the change in correspondence 
address does not constitute unavoidable delay. See MPEP 71 1 .03(c). Nor would the 
failure to promptly change the correspondence allow for withdrawing the holding of 
abandonment. 



Petitioner may wish to file a petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b). 



Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows: 



By mail: Mail Stop Petition 



Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at 
(571)272-3215. 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



By facsimile: 



(571)273-8300 



By delivery service: 
(FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc.) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Charlema R. Grant 
Petitions Attorney 
Office of Petitions 



